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Examiner 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR V7M(>) communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 

1)D Responsive to communication® filed on 

2a)Q This action is FINAL. 2 b)EI This action is non-final 

4) B Claim(s) _M2 is/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above claim® is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) H Claim(s) 1.3.6 and 8-1? j s /are rejected. 

7) Kl Claim(s) 2.4.5 and 7 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing® filed on i S /are: a) D accepted or b) D objected to by the Examiner 

Apphcant may not request that any objection to the drawing® be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR ^ 85(a). 

1DD The pr0 p 0sed drawing correction filed on is: a) D approved b) D disapproved by the Examiner 

if approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) Q The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

1 3) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f) 

a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
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• e^ ^^^^^^^^^ reC6iVed ^ «* — *~ 
See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the' certified copies not received 
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15) D Acknowledgment ,s made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C §§ iSTnd/or 121 
Attachment(s) 33 i^mnu/ur 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 CISC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

Claims 1, 3, 6, 8, 9, 1 1 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Mizrahi. 

Mizrahi discloses a WDM optical signal transmission system comprising: a first 
hode (west-eas, transmit); a second node (west-eas, receive); a bi-directiona, trunK line 
(70, connect the two nodes; two propagation dependent optical junction elements 
(72 and 74); a, leas, two paths (75 and 78, connected in parallel between the junction 
elements, one o, the paths (78, including an optica, amplifier (figure 2); the amplifier 
providing unidirectional amplification of eas, and west bound signals. This structure 
reads on claims 1 , 3, 6, 8, 9, 1 1 and 12. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

«to prior art are such that the WaTate a?a^ wS^ b ' e « ^9l« to be patented and 
invenSon was made to a person hav^ or*™ £t . I"!*" 0bvtous al «™ »» 
Paten***, shai, no, be ne g *ed bytteMn' ^t™!?^*™'''' ^ 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mizrahi. 
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Claim 10 would have been obvious because the circulator (74) in combination 
with filters (76) disclosed by Mizrahi would have suggested WDM 
multiplexing/demultiplexing to a person of ordinary skill in the art. 

Claims 2, 4, 5 and 7 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Mark Hellner at 
telephone number 703 306 4155. 

Mark Hellner 
September 27, 2003 

MARK HELLNER 
r^SMARY EXAMINER 
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